THE DEFENCE OF THE EMPIRE
Britisll and American wars all, therefore, aggressive
wars? By no means. But plainly they were not
merely defensive of soil They were defensive of in-
terests, rights, ultimately in the last analysis, of one
fundamental right; the right of defence; that is to say,
the right not to be pushed into a position of such mani-
fest inferiority that it is impossible to 'hold our end up',
if we differ from another as to what our rights are.
Defence then means clearly defence of vital inter-
ests, rights. And for that we feel we must be stronger
than anyone likely to challenge them. See where it
leaves the situation. A great state says to another:
*To be secure we must have preponderance of power.
But we give you our most positive assurance that
the preponderance will be used entirely for defence.
That is to say, when we get into a dispute as to our
respective interests and rights, and the question really
is whether you are right or we are right, what we mean
by defence is that in such a situation we shall always
be in a position to be sole judge of the question/
Does the other accept ? He regards it, as we should,
as morally outrageous. It is a method of defence
based upon a denial of right, denial to the weaker of
that right of defence by superior power, and right of
judgment in his own dispute, which the stronger
claims.
Note how it has worked out in European history,
the recent history of our days.
Before the War we saw that if the power of Ger-
many grew much more she would be so preponderant
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